From: Rumrill, Nancy

To: Eield, Malcolm; Wiltse. Wendy; Slay. Hudson; Sablad. Elizabeth; Roser, Sara; Dermer, Michele; Smith, DavidW;
Albright. David; Hashimoto, Janet; Chang. Daniel H; watson.okubo@doh.hawaii.gov;
joanna.seto@doh.hawaii.gov

Cc: Woo, Nancy

Subject: Briefing from UH regarding Lahaina Tracer Study
Date: Thursday, May 09, 2013 4:26:22 PM
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Hi all,

| have set up and confirmed a teleconference briefing with UH researchers for Thursday,
May 17, from 11 am to 12:30 pm PST (8 am to 9:30 am HST and 2 pm to 3:30 pm EST) covering the
recent work on the Lahaina Tracer Study. Please find attached a preliminary summary from UH’s
Craig Glenn of the information that will be covered. | will send a teleconference call-in number later
for you all to listen to the briefing. UH’s draft final report is due on May 20, and comments from
stakeholders are due by June 10, 2013.

Thanks, Nancy

Nancy Rumrill (rumrill.nancy@epa.gov)

Engineer, Underground Injection Control
Ground Water Office (WTR-9)
US EPA, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St.
San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone (415) 972-3293
Fax (415) 947-3549
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Our upcoming brief will include results of recent assessment of the distribution of the dyes both
by extensive SCUBA surveying in search of additional seepage points in coastal waters north to
south, and results from continued dye detection in proximal Resort wells. Other than the North
and South Seepage Groups, no other major submarine seepage points have been identified. Also,
subject to major assumptions and model limitations, we will provide groundwater modeling
results for the FLT and SRB that can be used to describe probable flow pathways based on
available data. Our groundwater model for FLT transport agrees with important features of the
fate of the dye and agrees by and large with previous postulations of Hunt and Rosa (2009). In
addition, the groundwater model was used in an attempt to explain the paucity of detection of
SRB within the study area. One likely modeling scenario is that the SRB flow dispersal from its
injection point at Injection Well 2 has been deflected and diluted by the much more voluminous
effluent water injection in the main Injection Wells 3 and 4 (the FLT-injected wells). In
addition, subsurface SRB-sorption and/or microbial degradation of the SRB also remain

important possible controlling factors.






